REMARKS 

Applicant appreciates the thorough review and analysis by the Examiner. The Examiner 
rejected claims 1-4 as unpatentable under the provisions of 35 U.S.C. § 102 for being anticipated 
by U.S. Patent No. 4,378,848, issued to Milberger et al. (hereinafter "the Milberger patent" or 
"Milberger"). Milberger must disclose each and every claim limitation in order to anticipate 
Applicant's claims 1-4. Milberger does not teach or disclose that "the control modules are 
provided, not at the trees, but at a unitary control centre for location underwater...." 
Accordingly, Milberger does not anticipate Applicant's claims 1-4, and Applicant respectfully 
submits that claims 1-4 are allowable over the Milberger patent. Therefore, Applicant 
respectfully requests reconsideration of the Examiner's rejection based upon anticipation by 
Milberger under the provisions of 35 U.S.C. § 102. 

The Milberger patent discloses a subsea assembly or arrangement for use with a plurality 
of subsea wells lla-llg. See the Milberger patent (Col. 2: 11. 44-54, Figure 1). A control 
assembly or subsea template 10a- lOd is connected to each pair of subsea wells lla-llg for 
controlling operations of subsea wells lla-llg. See Id, Each subsea template 10a- lOd is 
positioned a distance away from a riser base 12. See Id. Flowline bundles 16a-16d connect each 
subsea template 10a- lOd to riser base 12. See Id. The Milbeger patent does not disclose that the 
riser base includes a control centre for controlling the subsea wells. 

Applicant's claim 1 includes the claim element, "the control modules are provided, not at 
the trees, but at a unitary control centre for location underwater.. .." Applicant amended claim 1 
to include that the control centre is a unitary control centre that has the control modules. 
Applicant had thought the modules being provided at the control centre was apparent from the 
claim language previously submitted, but this amendment should more clearly identify and 
define such requirements. The Milbeger patent fails to disclose that the control modules or 
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subsea templates 10a- lOd are provided at the riser base 12. Therefore, the Milberger patent does 
not anticipate Applicant's claim 1, or any of dependent claims 2-4. Accordingly, Applicant 
respectfully submits that claims 1-4 are allowable, and respectfully requests reconsideration of 
the Examiner's rejection under the provisions of 35 U.S.C. § 102. 

Applicant further notes that having the control modules located at the control centre 
allows for simplified integration testing, reduction in engineering, reduction in cost, reduction in 
risk of chemical leaks, greater system flexibility, faster project execution, and improved 
availability. These advantages are explained in paragraphs [0013]-[0016], and [0019]-[0022] of 
Applicant's specification. The arrangement in the Milberger patent eliminates many of the 
advantages associated with having the control modules at the control centre. Moreover, the 
Milberger patent discloses substantially the same arrangement as GB 2,059,483, which was cited 
as being non-anticipatory by the corresponding British Search Report. 



-4- 



CONCLUSION 



Applicant respectfully submits that claims 1-4 are all in condition for allowance. 
Reconsideration of the application and allowance of all claims are respectfully requested, and 
Applicant respectfully requests the issuance of a Notice of Allowance. 
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